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Sir: 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the courtesies extended during the brief phone call on 
July 25, 2006, to resolve the interview summary inadvertently issued on July 21, 2006. 
Accordingly, pursuant to the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.133(b), Applicant is submitting this 
Substance of Interview. 

The interview summary sent July 21, 2006 refers to an interview for a different 
application which is not related to the present application. Applicant or Applicant's 
representatives. 

Accordingly, the Examiner acknowledged during the July 25, 2006 phone call with John 
LeBlanc, assistant to the Applicant's representative Stephen Schreiner, on July 25* that the 
Interview Summary posted July 2f' was incorrect, inadvertently sent and should be disregarded. 



1 



Attorney Docket: 47004.000056 

The Examiner previously posted the correct interview summary on June 29, 2006. For 
clarity. Applicant wishes to again make of record the substance of the interview between 
Applicant's undersigned representative and Primary Examiner F. Pionvil and Examiner S. 
Chencinski conducted on June 29, 2006. 

As set forth in the Interview Summary prepared by the Examiners and initialed by the 
undersigned and each of the above Examiners, Applicant and the PTO agreed that (1) the finality 
of the April 2006 office action was withdrawn, (2) the claim amendments presented to the 
Examiners, as set forth below, would render claims allowable over the art of record, and 
(3) Applicant would accordingly submit a response to the April 2006 Office Action that could 
potentially result in a PTO communication of the claims being patentable. 

During the Interview, Applicant and the Examiners also (4) reviewed the proposed claim 
amendment against the specification and jointly confirmed that the amendment was supported by 
the specification. 

It is believed that no fees are due in connection with this filing. However, in the event 
that any fees are necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge our Deposit 
Account No. 50-0206. 

Respectfully submitted, 
HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 

Dated: August 4, 2006 
Hunton & Williams LLP 
Intellectual Property Department 
1900 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 1200 

Washington, DC 20006-1109 
(202) 955-1500 (telephone) 
(202) 778-2201 (facsimile) 



By: 




Stephen T. Schreiner 
Registration No. 43,097 
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